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Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In detail description of the invention, "bus 101" ([0028]) should be "bus 102" and "infort- 
nation" ([0050]) should be "information". 

Brief summary of the invention section contains a semantic error using the phrase 
"includes involves" ([0014]). 

Applicant is required to make appropriate corrections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 5,10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. For claim 5, it recites the limitation "requesting data from a first machine" in line 
3. It is not clear whether the first machine is receiving a request for data or whether a 
request for data is sent out from a first machine. It also recites the limitation "displaying 
data" in line 4. It is not clear whether the term "data" refers to the data requested from 
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the first machine as specified in the previous line. The claim should be amended to 
specify, "said data" in place of "data". 

4. For claim 8, it also recites the limitation "requesting data from a first machine" in 
line 3 and the limitation "displaying data" in line 7. Therefore, it is deemed indefinite for 
the same reason as in regard to claim 5. The claim should be amended to specify, "said 
data" in place of "data". 

5. For Claim 10, it recites the limitation "said display" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The word "said" can be replaced by the 
word "a" to overcome the rejection. Furthermore, it is not clear whether the term "data" 
in line 5 refers to the data based upon the request for data. The claim should be 
amended to specify, "said data" in place of "data". 

6. For claim 1 1 , it recites the limitation "displaying data" in line 4. It is not clear 
whether the term "data" refers to the data based upon the request for data. The claim 
should be amended to specify, "said data" in place of "data". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 
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7. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected as being directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

8. Claims 8 and 9 are directed to a machine-readable storage medium having 
stored thereon machine executable instructions for carrying out the invention. However 
according to the disclosure, a machine-readable storage medium is explicitly defined as 
any media that participates in providing instructions to processor for execution. The 
disclosure includes acoustic or light waves or any carrier wave capable of carrying 
instructions to a processor for execution as examples of computer-readable media. 
Since a signal or carrier wave is not a physical article or object to constitute a machine, 
manufacture or composition of matter, and it is not a process either, these claims do not 
fall within a statutory category of invention within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 101 and thus 
rejected as being non-statutory. 

Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
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by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

9. Claims 1-9 and 1 1 are rejected under judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-4 and 8 of U.S. Patent No. 
6630942 (hereinafter patent '942). Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they 
are not patentably distinct from each other as described below: 

10. Claim 1 is anticipated by claims 1 and 2 of patent '942 because the patent's 
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narrow scope ("window") anticipates the broadly claimed "display area". Also, the 
patent's additional limitations (the tasks the second machine has to perform) are 
encompassed by the broader instant claim. 

1 1 . Claims 2 and 3 are likewise anticipated by claims 3 and 4 of patent '942 
respectively because the patent's narrow scope ("window") anticipates the broadly 
claimed "display area". 

12. Claim 4 is a duplicate of claim 8 of patent '942. Therefore, the patented claim 
anticipates the instant claim by containing every limitation of the instant claim. 

13. Claims 5 (a computer-implemented method) and 8 (a machine-readable storage 
medium) are similar in scope with respect to claim 1 (a user interface) and thus rejected 
under the same rationale used for the rejection of claim 1 as already discussed in 
paragraph 10 above. 

14. Claims 6 (a computer-implemented method) and 9 (a machine-readable medium) 
are similar in scope with respect to claim 2 (a user interface) and thus rejected under 
the same rationale used for the rejection of claim 2 as already discussed in paragraph 
11 above. 



15. Claims 7 and 1 1 (both computer-implemented method) are similar in scope with 
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respect to claim 3 (a user interface) and thus rejected under the same rationale used for 
the rejection of claim 3 as already discussed in paragraph 11 above. 

16. Claims 1 ,2,5,6,8 and 9 are also rejected under judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 and 6 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6229534 (hereinafter patent '534). Although the conflicting claims are not 
identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other as described below: 

17. Claim 1 is anticipated by claim 1 of patent '534 because the patent's narrow 
scope ("frame") anticipates the broadly claimed "display area". Claim 1 of patent '534 , 
which encompasses a computer-implemented method used for interfacing information 
from multiple remote resources. The preamble of the patent claim mentions a 
"workstation having a display" as one of the devices for implementing this method. 
Other needed devices as mentioned in the body of the claim include "a legacy host 
system" and a "second remote resource". It also mentions that the display has a first 
"frame" and a second "frame". According to the method, a record is received from an 
application operating on "a legacy host system" and displayed in the first "frame" of the 
display. A request based on this displayed data is sent to a "second remote resource" 
and the result received from that second remote resource is then displayed on a second 
"frame" on the display. Comparison of the patented claim with the instant claim reveals 
that the "workstation" of patent '534 is in fact the "second machine" of the instant claim, 
the "legacy host system" of patent '534 is in fact the "first machine" of the instant claim, 
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and the "second remote resource" of patent '534 is the "third machine" of the instant 
claim. Therefore, the only difference between the instant claim and the patent claim is 
the use of the term "display area" instead of the term "frame" and thus the patent's 
narrow scope ("frame") anticipates the broadly claimed "display area". 

18. Claim 2 is likewise anticipated by claim 6 of patent '534 because the patent's 
narrow scope ("frame") anticipates the broadly claimed "display area". 

19. Claims 5 (a computer-implemented method) and 8 (a machine-readable storage 
medium) are similar in scope with respect to claim 1 (a user interface) and thus rejected 
under the same rationale used for the rejection of claim 1 as already discussed in 
paragraph 17 above. 

20. Claims 6 (a computer-implemented method) and 9 (a machine-readable storage 
medium) are similar in scope with respect to claim 2 (a user interface) and thus rejected 
under the same rationale used for the rejection of claim 2 as already discussed in 
paragraph 18 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

21. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
DeLorme et al. (US 5,948,040), hereinafter DeLorme. 

22. For claim 1 , DeLorme discloses an embodiment of the computerized travel 
reservation information and planning system (TRIPS) having a user interface for 
accessing information from multiple remote sources comprising: 

A first machine (a desktop PC 105 in Fig 1 A containing limited TRIPS software as 
described in column 14) for receiving a request for data (route between two geographic 
points) and for displaying the requested data (calculated route 591 in Fig 5D, column 
49, lines 63-66) in a first display area (589 in Fig 5D, column 49, lines 63-66); 
A second machine coupled to said first machine (CRT 1 15 in Fig 1 A, column 14, line 
60) and having a display (Fig 5D) comprising at least the first display area (589 in Fig 
5D) and a second display area (593 in Fig 5D); and 

A third machine (one of the distributed servers as described in column 14, for example, 
online databases containing updated and real-time geographic, temporal, topical and 
accounting information or servers belonging to 3 rd party providers) for receiving a query 
based at least in part upon the request for data (a query for restaurants near the 
requested route 591 in Fig 5D, the query may also take into account temporal 
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conditions such as calculated arrival date/time, profile information and preferences as 
described in column 61, lines 1-26.), wherein the results of the query (restaurant list and 
descriptions) are displayed in the second display area (593 of Fig 5D) of the second 
machine. 

23. For claim 2, the first machine (105 in Fig 1 A) of DeLorme's above mentioned 
user interface further comprises a processor (column 14, line 55) for determining 
whether a page of the results contains a tag and displaying a button (594 in Fig 5D) 
corresponding to the tag in the second display area (593 of Fig 5D). 

24. For claim 3, the processor of DeLorme's above mentioned user interface further 
comprises machine-readable instructions for: 

composing a booking transaction by extracting the results of the query from the second 
display area when the button is activated (column 50, lines 27-44); 
transmitting the booking transaction to the first machine (column 50, lines 45-48); and 
displaying a confirmation message in the first display area (confirmation in the form of a 
map-ticket can be displayed on the map display interface 589 in Fig 5D as mentioned in 
column 66, lines 21-28). 

25. For claim 4, the third machine (one of the distributed servers for example online 
databases containing updated and real-time geographic, temporal, topical and 
accounting information or servers belonging to 3 rd party providers) in DeLorme's user 
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interface is also for storing data responsive to the query, and for providing the results of 
the query to the second machine (column 14, lines 15-18). 



26. Claims 5 (a computer-implemented method) and 8 (a machine-readable storage 
medium) are similar in scope with respect to claim 1 (a user interface) and thus rejected 
under the same rationale used for the rejection of claim 1 as already discussed in 
paragraph 22 above. 

27. Claims 6 (a computer-implemented method) and 9 (a machine-readable medium) 
are similar in scope with respect to claim 2 (a user interface) and thus rejected under 
the same rationale used for the rejection of claim 2 as already discussed in paragraph 
23 above. 

28. Claims 7 and 1 1 (both a computer-implemented method) are similar in scope 
with respect to claim 3 (a user interface) and thus rejected under the same rationale 
used for the rejection of claim 3 as already discussed in paragraph 24 above. 

29. For claim 10, the limitations are similar to claim 3 except that the second 
machine performs some of the functions previously performed by the first machine in 
claim 3. Still DeLorme's disclosed invention implemented entirely online - for example, 
as a central TRIPS service bureau, or by means of a TRIPS Internet World Wide Web 
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Site utilizing applets developed in Java or equivalent computer languages (column 14, 

lines 43 - 53) anticipates the claimed limitations as shown below: 

a first machine (TRIPS web server) coupled to a display (CRT 1 1 5 in Fig 1 A ) for 

receiving a request for data (route between two geographic points); and 

displaying said data (591 in Fig 5D, column 49, lines 63-66) in a first display area (589 

in Fig 5D, column 49, lines 63-66) in response to the request; 

a second machine (desktop PC 105 having the CRT display 1 15 in Fig 1 A) for providing 
the first display area (589 in Fig 5D) and a second display area (593 in Fig 5D) for 
displaying data therein; and 

a third machine (one of the distributed servers as described in column 14, for example, 
online databases containing updated and real-time geographic, temporal, topical and 
accounting information or servers belonging to 3 rd party providers) for receiving a query 
based at least in part upon the request for data (a query for restaurants near the 
requested route 591 in Fig 5D, the query may also take into account temporal 
conditions such as calculated arrival date/time, profile information and preferences as 
described in column 61 , lines 1-26.), wherein the results of the query (restaurant list and 
descriptions) are displayed in the second display area (593 of Fig 5D) of said second 
machine and wherein said second machine is also for determining whether a page of 
the results contains a tag and displaying a button (594 in Fig 5D) corresponding to the 
tag in the second display area (593 of Fig 5D); 

composing a booking transaction by extracting the results of the query from the second 
display area when the button is activated (column 50, lines 27-44); 
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transmitting the booking transaction to the first machine (column 50, lines 45-48); and 
displaying a confirmation message in the first display area (confirmation in the form of a 
map-ticket can be displayed on the map display interface 589 in Fig 5D as mentioned in 
column 66, lines 21-28). 



Related Prior Art 



21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Gawrys et al. (US 5,001,710) discloses a system of multi- 
windowing agent computer terminals, that answer a variety of, e.g., tele-marketing calls, 
to (i) receive call-related information from a communication system at an agent terminal 
for automatic display in a "telephony" window, and (ii) automatically send such 
information to a host computer system application software and retrieve caller desired 
information based on the calling or called number for display in a "host application" 
window without requiring a caller to provide verbal information. 



Contacts 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rashedul Hassan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
9481 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30AM - 5:00PM EST and 
Alternate Friday 7:30AM - 4:00PM EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Stucker can be reached on 571-272-9821 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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